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Recon^ideratioi of d,e appUcation a. am„.ded is respecUuIly requested. 

Claims 3-5 and 8-1 1 were rejecled under 35 USC 102(b) as being anticipated by 

iiljis. 

In undertaking to determine whether one reference anticipates ancd,er under 35 U.S.C 
. 02(b). a pHmary .ene, is that oniy the CLAIMED designs are to be eonrpared. Many differences 
ex.s, between the design claimed in Ym and the cunently Caimed design. Tire pr^nt 
. invention includes a number of features that are unanticipated in ti,e above mentioned references. 

These include: 

a directional head having an angularly disposed directional nozzle; 
brush attachment attached about a peripheral rim ; 
a brush attachment base formed in a semi-cylindrical manner ; 
.air dispersion orifices spaced and patterned between attached bristles, such as to 
allow airflow outward between adjacent bristles; 
a brush attachment base is formed of wood; 

a brush attachment comprises a large round bnish having an overall diameter of 
approximately 1.75 inches; 

in combination with a brush attachment comprises a medium round brush having 
an overaU diameter of approximately 1.25 inches; 

in combination with a brush attachment comprises a small round brush having an 
overall diameter of approximately 0.75 inches. 
These are features undisclosed and unanticipated in the art. Accordingly, the rejection by the 
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examiner under 35 1/ ^ r* in'>ru\- • . 

"iiucr u.a.u. 102(b) IS inappropriate. 

ClaM wa. fWer .j^ted by u.de, 35 U.S.C. ,03 ba..d upon ,„ 

v.ew of aii^ ^ , „^ ^^^^^ ^^.^^^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

be«vee„.Hep:«e„U„ven«ona„daU„ru,«erefe.„oesa.such*a..jec.onba.edu^„35 
U.S.C, ,03. i„ addition to a„, „.he. a., re.avan, o, no, is a,.o inappropriate. However, by way 
. of additional argument applicaUon wishes to point out that it is we,, established a. ,aw .ha. for a 

proper;,./„a/..,. rejection of a ctoed invention based upon obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 
103, the Cited references must .each every e,en,en. of fl.e c,ain,ed mvention. Further, if a 

combination is ci.ed in support of a rejection. the« must be some affirmative teaching in the 

prior art to make the proposed combination. See Orlhonedic 

IMa^. 2,7 USPQ ,93. ,99 (Fed. Cir. ,983), wherein the Fede., Circuit decreed. 
"Monday Morning Quarter Badcing is ,ui.e improper when reso.vmg fte question of 
Obviousness." Also, when detennining ^ scope of teaching of a prior art reference, the Federal 
Circuit has declared: 

.stpoSn^^b'-rj^^^^r*^- 

There is no suggestion as to tite desirabiiity of any modification of the references u. 
describe the present invention. An anaiysis of the disciosures within the cited references fiuls to 
Cite every Cement of the Caimed invention. When tite prior art references require a seiective 
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774 F.2d 1 ■ 32. 227 USPQ 543 (CAFC 1985). 
TTe ex^taer seen. ,„ suggest i, would be obvious f„, one of o:.i„a^ skiH ,„ 
ane.p. . p™<,uce U.e cu„e„.I, disclosed invention. However, .he. ™„st be a reason or 

.ugeesUon in Utean for se,ec«„,a,edesi^oa.erfl™U,eb,ow,e<,ge leaded .o^^epresen. 

aaiEamU. 853 F.2d 894. 7 USPQ 2d 1673 (CAFC 1988). 

To sun»,arize. i. appears ,ha. only in Wndsigb, does i. appear obvious .o oue of ordina^ 
in u,e pe«i„e„. an io combine .he presen. claimed and disclosed con.bina.ion of elemenis 
To rejec. «,e presen. applicaiion as a combination of old elen,en.s leads .o an improper analysis 
Of U,e claimed invention by i.s parts, and ins«ad of by i.s whole as .«,„ired by s.n.e. £^ 
Ac,e,^ncMnryf . |f.n .^n. „ |,i , p.,, , ^^^^ ^^^^^ ^^^^ 

imWdghJ, 848 F.2d 1216. 6 USPQ 2d 1959 (CAFC 1988). 

feh d,a. d,e diffe^nces be.ween .he p.sen. invention and aU of ti,ese .ferences are 
such fta. rejection based upon 35 U.S.C. 103. in addition .o any oti,er ar.. relevan. or no, is also 

inappropriate. 

TT-erefore, in view of forgoing amendment and clariflcaUons, flae applicant subn,i.s ti«. 
allowance of fte p«se„, application and all remaining claims, as amended, is in order and is 
requested. 
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Respectfiilly submitted, 

P. Jeff Martin, Esq. 
Registration No. 47,773 

The Law Offices of John D. Gugliotta 
202 Delaware BuiJding 
137 South Main Street 
Alcron, OH 44308 
(330) 253-5678 
. Facsimile (330) 253-6658 
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